AGRICULTURAL LABOURERS IN INDIA AND PAKISTAN	9
joint form was prevalent in India north of the Vindhya mountain
ranges, i.e. in the U. P., the Punjab and the whole of Upper India ;
the raiyatwari form, on the other hand, was prevalent in the north-
east, central, south and south-west India, i.e. in Assam,
Bengal, Bihar, Orissa, Central Provinces, Madras and
Bombay.8
It is evident that there is a close correlation between Baden-
Powell's regional demarcation of India on the basis of forms of
landholding and the regional pattern, shown in the preceding
section of this article, based on the proportional size of the class
of agricultural labourers. The Great North, where we found the
proportion of agricultural labourers to be the smallest, that is below
one-fifth of the agricultural population, is precisely the region where
Baden-Powell found the joint form of landholding to prevail ;
in the Eastern Region and the Southern Triangle, where this propor-
tion is relatively higher, the raiyatwari form of landholding pre-
vailed. This correlation, however, is not a causal relationship, for
in the structure of both the joint and the raiyatwari forms of land-
holdings in pre-nineteenth century India, there was little room for
the existence of a large and distinct class of landless labourers.
The clues to the evolution of this class are, therefore, to be found
in the factors that led to the disintegration of the traditional agrarian
society—that is in the land policies pursued by the British in
India since the closing years of the eighteenth century in
particular and in the general economic evolution of
India during the nineteenth and twentieth centuries in
general.
A number of students of Indian economics have advanced
the view that a rapid growth of population in India is responsible
for the increase in the numbers of landless labourers. It should
be patently obvious that such a view, depending primarily on a
more or less uniform patter^ of population growth for the whole of
India, cannot even superficially pretend to touch the problem of
explaining such distinctly different regional patterns of growth
in the numbers of agricultural labourers. The explanation, there-
fore, has to be sought, in factors other than an easy reference to
population growth.
The land settlements introduced by the British in India between

